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304 Notes and Discussions 

not strange, if we accept this view, that the word ipr)patr) of Aratus found no 
place even in the four-line version of the Latin, for Cicero doubtless simply- 
paraphrased his former translation, without further consultation of the 
original. 

That the entire Phaenomena underwent a revision is improbable, for 
Cicero in his letter to Atticus speaks only of the Prognostica, and Balbus in 
the De natura deorum would surely have mentioned and used the more recent 
version, had there been one. To which version the other fragments of the 
Prognostica quoted in the De divinatione belong may be inferred from the 
probability that Cicero would have quoted them from the same edition as 
the verses on the acredula, and also that he would have used the later and 
hence more authoritative edition. 1 From which edition the three fragments 
quoted by Priscian 2 are taken is more difficult to determine. Possibly a 
minute metrical or stylistic examination of them might give some hint, but 
the materials are too scanty for any certainty. It may well be, however, 
that in the years between 86 and 60 the first edition had become so thoroughly 
established as to maintain itself against the competition of the second. That 
it at any rate was not entirely superseded we may gather from its quotation 
by Isidore. 

Arthur Stanley Pease 

University op Illinois 



THE DATE OF CICERO'S ORATIO DE PROVINCIIS 

CONSULARIBUS 

In the third edition of his Rom. Literaturgesch. (1, II, p. 265) Schanz 
places the delivery of this oration late in May of the year 56 B.C., following 
the authority of Mommsen (Rom. Gesch., 3 6 , p. 323) and of P. Hildebrandt 
(De Scholiis Ciceronis Bobiensibus [Gottingen, 1894], p. 25). On the other 
hand, Lange (Rom. Altertiimer, 3 2 , p. 331), Rauschen (Ephem. Tullianae, 
[Bonn, 1886], p. 42), Tyrrell and Purser (The Correspondence of Cicero, 
II 2 , p. 26), Strachan-Davidson (Cicero, p. 270), Heitland (The Roman 
Republic, 3, s. 1121), and others place it in June. 

Without doubt the speech was delivered after the fifteenth of May, for 
in s. 14 reference is made to the Senate's refusal of a supplicatio in honor of 
Gabinius, and from one of Cicero's letters (Ad Q. Fr. 2. 6. 1) we learn that 
the date of this action of the Senate was May 15. Less helpful are the allu- 
sions in ss. 26-28, showing that the oration was delivered after the Senate 
had voted to Caesar the supplicatio in honor of his victories in 58 and 57 
B.C. and after it had voted the stipendium and the ten legati. The suppli- 
catio would naturally have been decreed in the fall of 57 b.c. or in the early 

1 Cf. Reid's edition of the Academica, Introduction, p. 37, for Cicero's attempt3 
to substitute a later for an earlier edition of that work. 
> Fragments Nos. 1, 2, 9. 
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winter of 57-56 B.C.; the grant of the stipendium and of the ten legati is of 
uncertain date, but is generally supposed to have followed the deliberations 
at Luca in April, 56 b.c. It is mentioned in a letter to Lentulus (Ad jam. 
1. 7. 10), which is thought to belong to July, 56 b.c. From s. 43 of the speech 
one suspects that Cicero had heard something from his brother after Quintus 
met Pompey in Sardinia, soon after the conference at Luca. But none of 
these vaguer clues is particularly helpful in view of the definite allusion in 
s. 14 to an event of May 15. 

Lange (op. cit.) believed that the direct appeal in s. 21 to the consul, 
Philippus, indicated that the speech was delivered in June, because Philippus 
must have had the fasces in that month, since Marcellinus seems to have had 
them in January (cf. Ad jam. 1. 1. 2; 1. 2. 1; Ad Q. Fr. 2. 4. 5). With this 
view Rauschen (op. cit.) agrees, but Hildebrandt (op. cit.) thinks that the 
conclusion is unwarranted. 

As far as I have been able to discover, one bit of internal evidence has 
been overlooked by all of the commentators. In s. 15 Cicero says: "Hosce 
[i.e., Gabinium et Pisonem] igitur imperatores habebimus? quorum alter 
[i.e., Piso] non audet nos certiores facere, qua re imperator appelletur, 
alterum [i.e., Gabinium], si tabellarii non cessarint, necesse est paucis diebus 
paeniteat audere." Now, it would take from one to two months for the 
news to reach Gabinius in Syria that the Senate had denied him a supplicatio 
on May 15; for, in a letter to Atticus (5. 19. 1) we hear that Cicero in Cilicia 
has received a letter from Rome on the forty-seventh day after it had left 
the city, and that this was an unusually quick journey. Allowing, then, for 
a somewhat careless use of paucis diebus in the above passage, we have a 
right to conclude that Cicero is probably speaking well on in the month of 
June, certainly not in May. 

As for a limit post quern non, the discussion of the provinces to be assigned 
to the consuls of the following year had to take place before the election of 
those consuls, which would normally occur in July. Of course, in the year 
56 b.c. the consular elections did not take place at all, but there is no evi- 
dence in Cicero's oration that at this time any unusual delay was anticipated. 

Catharine Saunders 
Vassar College 



THE H SYMBOL IN CICERO ATT. xm. 33. 2. 

"Ad Faberium, ut tibi placet, litteras misi, cum Balbo autem puto te 
aliquid fecisse H in Capitolio." 

The H of this passage (the reading of all the manuscripts) was supposed 
by Boot to be the misplaced note of an early scholar, signifying hinc incipit 
alia (sc. epistola), but the generally received interpretation is that of Bosius, 
who regarded it as an abbreviation of hodie. This gives a meaning that is 
not impossible (though it is improbable), but I think there is no evidence 



